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Case 2382 

Megophrys montana Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822 (Amphibia, Anura): 
proposed placement of both the generic and specific names on Official 
Lists, and Leptobrachium parvum Boulenger, 1893 (currently Megophrys 
parva ): proposed conservation of the specific name 

Alain Dubois 

Laboratoire des Reptiles et Amphibiens, Museum National d’Histoire 
Naturelle, 25 rue Cuvier, 75005 Paris, France 

Abstract. The purpose of this application is to place the name Megophrys Kuhl & van 
Hasselt, 1822 and the valid name of its type species, M. montana Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822, 
on the appropriate Official Lists, and to conserve the specific name of M. parva (Boulenger, 
1893). The last name is threatened by the unused senior subjective synonym Xenophrys 
monticola Gunther, 1864, for which suppression is proposed. The genus Megophrys 
(family pelobatidae Bonaparte, 1850, subfamily megophryinae Bonaparte, 1850) 
includes over 20 species from southern, eastern and southeastern Asia. 


1. The generic name Megophrys Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822 (ref. 1822a) was established 
for a single species from Java. In the description the species was mentioned twice, under 
two different spellings (see para. 5 below): montana (p. 102) and monticola (p. 104). In a 
summary of the work (Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822b, col. 475) only the spelling monticola 
appeared, whilst in subsequent French translations from the original Dutch (Kuhl, 1824a, 
p. 83; Kuhl, 1824b, p. 371) montana was used. Gravenhorst (1829, p. 47), acting as first 
reviser, adopted montana and for a little more than a century this was universally used as 
the valid name (see, for example, Tschudi, 1838, p. 82; Dumeril & Bibron, 1841, p. 458; 
Gunther, 1858, pp. 36-37; Gunther, 1864,p.413;Gadow, 1901, p. 60; van Kampen, 1923, 
p. 8; Noble, 1927, p. 75; further authors are cited in Dubois, 1982, p. 265). 

2. Smith (1931, p. 12), however, considered that the spelling monticola should be 
adopted, and noted: T can see no reason for rejecting monticola as the correct name of 
the species usually known as montana\ The name monticola was used subsequently by a 
number of authors (see Inger, 1954, p. 222; Inger, 1966, p. 19,39^11; Berry, 1975, pp. 5, 
39), although others (Bourret, 1942, p. 190) continued to use montana. In 1982 I 
(Dubois, 1982, pp. 263, 269) pointed out that montana was the valid spelling and this 
has been followed by recent authors (Frost,>1985, pp. 413, 415; Duellman & Trueb, 
1986, p. 523, fig. 19.31). I now propose that the name Megophrys Kuhl & van Hasselt, 
1822, and the nam£ of its type species, M. montana Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822, be 
placed on the appropriate Official Lists. Four syntype specimens of M. montana , 
numbered RMNH 2212, are in the Nationaal Natuurhistorisch Museum, Leiden, The 
Netherlands. 

3. Kuhl & van Hasselt’s (1822) generic name appeared with two different spellings: 
Mogophrys (p. 102) and Megophrys (p. 104). The former spelling was clearly a 
typographical error; it was not used by the original authors in subsequent publications. 
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nor by anyone else since. In 1940 Neave (pp. 81, 198) listed both names and recorded 
Megophrys as valid. Following Wagler’s (1830) unjustified emendation, the name 
Megalophrys remained in use for many years, until the work of Stejneger (1926) 
reintroduced Megophrys. 

4. Gunther (1864, p. 414, pi. 26, fig. H) established the generic name Xenophrys for a 
single new species, X. monticola , from Sikkim and the Khasi Hills. Boulenger (1893, 
pp. 311, 343) placed monticola Gunther in Leptobrachium Tschudi, 1838 and (p. 344, 
pi. 11, figs. 2,2a) described a species L. parvum , based on five specimens from the Karin 
Hills, Upper Burma. Subsequently, he (Boulenger, 1908, pp. 408, 419) considered 
monticola Gunther and parvum to be synonyms; he transferred the species to the genus 
Megalophrys Wagler, 1830 (p. 204; an unjustified emendation of Megophrys Kuhl & 
van Hasselt, 1822; see para. 3 above) and adopted the junior name parva. This was to 
avoid confusion with monticola Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822 (although for the latter 
Boulenger (pp. 408,410,411) used the name montana), and he noted (p. 420, footnote): 
‘The specific name of [Xenophrys monticola Gunther] must be changed, as being pre¬ 
occupied in the genus Megalophrys \ Following Boulenger (1908), the specific name 
monticola Gunther, 1864 has not been used, whilst parva Boulenger, 1893 has been 
universally adopted (see, for example, Nieden, 1923, p. 57; Noble, 1927, p. 75; Bourret, 
1942, pp. 203-204; Taylor, 1962, pp. 266, 299-302; Gorham, 1966, p. 21; Inger, 1966, 
p. 19; Waltner, 1973, p.,22; Dubois, 1974, p. 353; Gorham, 1974, p. 43; Dubois, 1976, 
p. 12; Frost, 1985, p. 416; a representative list of a further 11 references demonstrating 
usage is held by the Commission Secretariat). Capocaccia (1957, p. 211) designated a 
male specimen, no. MSNG 29412 in the Museo Civico di Storia Naturale di Genova, as 
the lectotype of Leptobrachium parvum . Xenophrys has not been used as a valid name 
since Boulenger’s (1908) work. 

5. Resurrection of the name monticola Gunther, 1864 would be most unfortunate 
since, although monticola Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822 is not a valid name, it has been used 
in the past. Kuhl & van Hasselt’s names montana and monticola (which have the same 
meaning) have been considered as being different spellings of the same name (Dubois, 
1982, p. 264, footnote; 1989, p. 97). Following Gravenhorst’s (1829) first reviser action, 
monticola Kuhl & van Hasselt becomes an unavailable incorrect original spelling 
(Articles 24c, 32b(i) and 32d of the Code), and monticola Gunther the valid specific 
name for the taxon currently called Leptobrachium parvum . If montana and monticola 
Kuhl & van Hasselt were to be treated as different names, rather than spellings, for the 
species, Gravenhorst’s action would render monticola an invalid (but available) junior 
objective synonym of montana ; monticola Gunther would be (following Boulenger’s 
1908 generic placement) a permanently invalid secondary homonym (Article 59b), 
replaced by parvum (following Boulenger’s synonymy) without the need for Commis¬ 
sion intervention. To remove doubt I now propose that the name monticola Gunther be 
suppressed, and that the Commission confirm the status of monticola Kuhl & van 
Hasselt as an incorrect original spelling. 

6. The International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature is accordingly 
asked: 

(1) to use its plenary powers: 

(a) to suppress the specific name monticola Gunther, 1864, as published in the 
binomen Xenophrys monticola for the purposes of the Principle of Priority 
but not for those of the Principle of Homonymy; 
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(b) to rule that the name monticola Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822, as published in the 
binomen Megophrys monticola , is an incorrect original spelling of 
Megophrys montana Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822; 

(2) to place on the Official List of Generic Names in Zoology the name Megophrys 
Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822 (gender: feminine), type species by monotypy 
Megophrys montana Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822; 

(3) to place on the Official List of Specific Names in Zoology the following names: 

(a) montana Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822, as published in the binomen Mogophrys 
[sic] montana (specific name of the type species of Megophrys Kuhl & van 
Hasselt, 1822); 

(b) parvum Boulenger, 1893, as published in the binomen Leptobrachiumparvum 
and as defined by the lectotype designated by Capocaccia (1957); 

(4) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology 
the name Megalophrys Wagler, 1830 (an unjustified emendation of Megophrys 
Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822); 

(5) to place on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology 
the following names: 

(a) monticola Gunther, 1864, as published in the binomen Xenophrys monticola 
and as suppressed in (l)(a) above; 

(b) monticola Kuhl & van Hasselt, 1822, as published in the binomen Megophrys 
monticola (an incorrect original spelling of montana Kuhl & van Hasselt, 
1822). 
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